kcspons Oihc \ nt n ol Jatnnrv 20 ■7006 

REMARKS 

V i Oh \ ) chims ! 00- 14:UverepeiKiuig. Claims 100-103 

'in^ ] I \\ li- 4 a. V, Mrawn from coiiSideration due to a restriction 



^ )j a 01 ted unu r 

) htm^ antiupattd by IJ.S, Patent No. 6,871 ,442 to Wyati 

) s beirg a? ticipatcd by U.S. Pateist No. 6,247,260 to Kandlbinder et al. 

It I n I n l^ 

) ! >tmg anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 4,961,280 to Hudsors 

i herainaiier rs. uciao!i: 

4) 3^ U.bx:. § 102(b j as being anticipated by U.S. Patent No.4,839,982 to Wood (hereinafter 
Wood): 

*>) ^ - ^ { ^ 1 C^C? ) as bcii g anticipa ed by U.S. Patent No. 2,839,866 to jay (hereMer 
Jay); 

6) -i5 b.b.C. $ iQz{b) as bemg anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 4,984,582 to Romanisz>'n et al. 
ifiereinarter koniainszvn 

/) 3^ U.S.C. § i02(b) as being anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 4,846,197 to Benjamin 
Cnereinafter Ben-am mj: aiid 

8) 3t> § 102(b) as being anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 2,225,089 to Vadnais 

(hereuiatter \ adiiais). 

^ ^ i i! I P^vjdMoT w}i>hei> to thank Fxam ner Ark foi t^c 

td.pivD. wr\iLH KinJn ^ i eJonMa> .9 20(6 Dunnu tl't n n= t it % *he \ppj[ tan< 
1^0 x>s.v.i \o < iM 'Ki J.<nm '00 to t slmguish ncr th<. c Jtcv! ^-tforcnu^-- b m^hi .\r \ ng 

5C0 U vvks 0 - ioliH ICw-'tKv, V . L K UOb t Ul ' V c' K I ^ <hi. 

">1t ! <• t It o"ih> t. si J the V 0 I 1 he \pp .iRv^s s h he 
siL^aivtn c L usv a-, i saKa on tfiv. 1 tn t \ Si » mat \-\h!^ st -'^.^ 

^ fcsvt^ v) mKTKUhintOitcUetha he ck> (.nJ o t t 
^ ^ ^ i \ n; iboi V -.hiped andthdUhe apertutc hcim 

ci.snjijuirea tEislal the closed end. 

\Jd n x\ d ing the jrtcrvies\ iht, Apphv,a^ c gt v oomtc J ou * ^ 
P^3s.' it haU noldme a| p< ratu as olamicd is resiitenth d^fomable {i e t^^o a,3 7arati has 
ix siiape memory as described at page 7, ime J2 oi the snecincatiorsV 
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In re Appln. of Graham Kalazich 

Appiieation No. 10/505,310 

Response to Office Actios of January 20. 2006 

Although agreetnent was not readied diiring the intervdew with respect to the- 
proposed amendments or the arguments regarding the references, die Applicant notes with 
appreciatiosi that the issues at hand have been sharpeiied considerably. 

By way of the instant amendment. Applicant has canceled claim 103 and asnended 
claim 100. Claim 100 is amended to include the limitations of claim 103. Furthermore, 
claim 100 is amended to recite an "elongated, hollow body member " a "generally parabolic- 
shaped closed end," and that the elongated, hollow body member is "unitary with" the 
generally parabolic-shaped closed end. Applicant believes that the amendments to claim 100 
distinguish over the cited art references in view of the following remarks. 

Regarding Wyatt - A number of different embodin^ents of a bait sleeve are disclosed. 
Each sleeve comprises a mesh-like plurality of strands (col. 3, line 55). In the Interview 
Summary, although the E.Kaminer points to Figures 1 0 and iOA of this reference as showing a 
generally parabolic -shaped closed end (700) with a plurality of apertures, tl^e Applicant 
re.spectl\uly points out that the clo.sed end 700 and tlie mesh are not unitary (i.e., one-piece). 
Rather, the mesh is coupled to the closed end (col. 5, line 63). Furthermore, the .applicant 
respectiully points out tliat the mesh does not have a "perforated or grid-like fbrmation" of 
apertures that are configured "along a length of the body member" as recited in claim 100. 

Regauiii^g Kandlbinder -- A bail protector comprising a mesh bag (20) is disclosed. 
Although the closed end 1 8 is unilarv- with Ihn bag 20, Kandlbinder does not disclose that tlie 
mesh bag is resilient. Furthermore, the closed end of the bag is not generally parabolic in 
shape. Moreover, the pouch does not have a "perforated or grid-like formation" of apertures 
that aa^ configured "along a length of the body member" as recited in claim 1 00. 

Regarding Hudson A live bait protector apparatus comprising a pouch (26) 
including a piurality of apeilures (28) is disclosed. Although the closed end is unitary' with 
the pouch, Hud.son does not disclose that the pouch is resilient. Furthermore, the closed end 
of tile pouch is not generally parabolic in shape. Moreover, the pouch does not have a 
"perforated or grid-like formation" of apertures that are configured "along a length of the 
body member" as recited in claim iOO. 

Regarding Wood - A fishing lure comprising an open mesh bag (5) including a clo.sed 
end (15) is disclosed. Although tlie closed end is unitaiy witlt tlte bag. Wood does not 
disclose tlsat the pouch is resilient. Further-more, the closed end of the bag is not generally 
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parabolic in shape. Moreover, the pouch does not h&vc a "perforated or grid-like fomiation" 
of apertures that are configured "along a length of tlie body member" as recited iri claim 100. 

Regarding Jay - A fishing lure comprising an open mesh bag (10) is disclosed. Jay 
does not disclose that the bag is resilient. Furthennore, the closed end (30 •■■ a leader) of the 
bag is not unitary with the bag. Moreover, the bag does not have a "perforated or grid-like 
fonnation" of apertures tliat are configared "along a length of the body member" as recited in 
claim 100. 

Regarding iiomaniszj'n - A vacuum assisted condom applicator (20) is disclosed, 
llie applicator has a "rigid or semirigid, double walled" structure (see Abstract) and the outer 
wall (2b) is solid and has no apertures tiierethrough. Since the outer wall has no apertures, 
tlie applicator would be unsuitable for use as a bait holding apparatus because a predator 
would be unable so sense a bait placed within the applicator. The applicator does not have a 
"perforated or grid-like formation" of ajjertures that are configured "along a lengtii of the 
body member" as recited in claim 100. 

Regarding Benjamin ■■■ A condom {10} including a expandable bulbous portion (13) 
having a dinspied projection (1 5) is disclosed. Although (h& closed end is unita.r>' with the 
elongate sleeve portion, the closed end is bulbous and not generally parabolic in shape. 
Moreover, the elongate sleeve portion includes a number of longitudinally-extending 
openiiigs 20 thai define straps 21 , 22. I he oi^eninga do not have a "perforated or grid-like 
formation" of apertures that are configured "along a length of the body member" as recited m 
clainrlOO. 

Regarding Vadnais ■■ A laundry bag comprising a bnlbuiar body (6) including a 
plurality of perforations (8) is disclo,sed. Although the clo.sed end is unitary with the body, 
the closed end is bulbous and not generally parabolic in shape. Moreos-er, the plurality of 
perforations 8 do not have a "perforated or grid-like formation . . . along a length of the body 
member" as recited in claim 100. 

In view of ihe amendments to the claims and the foregoing remarks, the Applicant 
respectfully requests i^consideration. .Applicant submits that the application is in good and 
proper form and the Examiner is respectfully requested to pass the application to issue. If a 
telephone conferetice would expedite the prosecution of the subject application, tlie Examiner 
is inv'ited to call one of tlie undersigned. 
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R e soec tMlv aubiuitted. 




David R. Morris, Reg. No. 53,34H 
Attorney aisd Agent for Applicants) 
GARDNER CARTON & DOLCJLAS LLP 
191 N. Wacker Drive. Suite 3700 
Chicago, Illinois 6()6()6-169S 
(312) 569-1000 telephone 
(312) 569-3000 fecsiniile 
Customer No.: 08968 



Date: June 20, 2006 



12 



